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Dear Howard, 
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as you and jp both know from when i was sendine Jf^Vwo^under no 

■because he was sending his to you, we had a apeci-^s - — adV abce approval, 

circumstances discuss any of the contents oe p.»u ^n h>wles, who'he 
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print p.m. , the contents of whxc~ ne- ai y c ~ .G ^ t> os - ibilitv of commercial 
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feeling that his unique genius wouia ©et .rom^tnem aeje^h 

sits ob a board with at least one of these cats. . t h brokcn his word, and 

so i have two problems, aside from ned- e^tiona^one,. ^ ^ ^ cf clue 

aid to what degrees, ana way tax- wno - ^ had a long, long 
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of course, there is no patent on criticism of the sing! e-bullet theory. vchat 
interests me is that of all the formulations possible, ned used one from p.m. sole 
coles to that formulation i think it is almost word for word. 

it is relatively minor that ned did not know of no neck fragments in the autopsy- 
report until he read p.m. , which thus becomes his source, that he ha i _c.de no independent 
study of any kind, ail of his jmowl- -dge coming from reading books, so, he took this from 
the panel part of p.m., which he was condensing, the incompetence of it is apparent when 
you understand wh„t you do, a nd to those without that knowledge when they consider that 
witiisut knowing the size and weight of the new frags one can draw no conclusions from them 
sione, but one with your knowledge knows that this treatment, which is inadequate, could 
nave been overwhelming if ned gad done any work or really understood the stuff. 

one of toe keys to the plagiarosm and the violation of his word is his wrong description 
of the panel as "four pathologists", and next is the overt plagiarism from this sane part 
oj. p.m. and nowhere else, the placing of the hole in the head, attributed to the panel 
as ''four inches higher than the original autopsy", now this is an error i made on purpose, 
the correct formulation is that their measurement ofi the x-rays -daces it 100 nm higher, 
i know tha usual scale, only if the exposure was life-size can it bo said as i said it, 
lor my own ^n zc tins day i think unexplained reasons, thus only by stealing what he had 
promised to keep in confidence and what i do have copyrighted c&uld he have repeated a 
wrong loimulqtion, as in passing i note sm also did also without attribution, as you 
iO-tow, eve — xx he were using the n.o. testimony, he knew he was ising my work, but he cannot 
nave used tm . , if he even lias ic, because tins is not at all viiat finch testified to and 
it is what he disputed rather forcefully. 

when you consider tne puf i ery of ned that follows, i think it enough tc say q.e.d. 

but so you will know, i put it this way as a trap for the panel that, if i did not 
"tell you, you might want to thing about. 


oay no* 

not write nea, but if i do it will oe a provocative, short letter, i'll send you and 
bP copies if i do. i will not immediately. Glib lias been back only 5 days, i should give 
him a week, and unless something else happens or is about to, i will give him at least 
that orach, 'unless i decide on a very simple, general thing to tin him off -without telling 


him what the proof is. 


so, as Inis friends, let us address dear jp, of who i do feel as i would of a son. but 

i have learned also that most of the younger ones resent what they describe as my fatherly 

attitude, therefore, you being closer to his ago and younger, i hope you will see fit to 
address this which you correctly describe as an error in judgement in your own way. you 
did not tell me your reasons, but i do give you some of min£. a nd something with which you 
may disagree and i ask you to keep strictly confidential, jerry's ©notional development 
has not kept up witii his years once ycy get past the peris, he rebels against growing up. 
so, mile in most ways he is quite mature and lias a very good mind that he generally uses 

excellently, please be careful hot to formulate anything that in this context could give 

bin offon 
would not 


hirn 


3e > aria xie wound take oflense at what you, although 7 years younger, most like! 
* carbon me so that when lie discusses it with me, as at cone point if 




as tne Daci-anrii: 
gar y, in 
emotional problems a 


Li you persuade 

will be hep. and, so you will not misunderstand, i do not interpret this 
J of what ned may have caused, i regard that as possible, as i explained to 
i event i should know to be able to avoid more hurt to ned, who clearly lias 
he least tied to his great wealth and the current manner of its 


grease, if you read the papers, both major sources in a single day were attacked by the 
bIXOli administration, getting large tv play, weyerhsuser (polution plus) and general mills 


Uonopoly). 1 m confident he also has others. this mere 
side evidence of a willingness to be and a record c" ’'a-* 


bo what i knew to be pcs- 


oeing dishonest with tins material. 
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stliics major! despite the crap in the paper, he is.’ and he is up to his thesis, one 

§•?£§? E'^ghie. he i’g.CGd,js_±je, .insistence, of a mercenary wife. that lie concentrate on that. 
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